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0 Dien at liberty on bail by habeas corpus, was caused by
the denial of the Court of the right of the Council to
commit him to prison arbitrarily without bail, for an arrear
which he disputed, and under circumstances which raised
a sirong suspicion that the whole proceeding was in
bad faith.

The same principles were contended for by the Court
and the Council respectively in reference to servants of
the Company acting in their ordinary judicial capacity.
This has been greatly misunderstood and misrepresented,
amongst other writers by James Mill, whose excessive
dry ness and severity of style produce an impression of
accuracy and labour which a study of original authorities
does not by any means confirm.

I will now proceed to illustrate these general remarks
by a reference to the principal cases in the decision of
which they were stated and developed. I will refer to
them in the order of time, and will omit those which are
not specially characteristic.

1 The first case to be noticed is one which appears to
me to set in a strong light the weak side of the proceed-
ings of all the parties to this famous quarrel. The Pro-
vincial Council at Burdwan, of which Mr. Higginson was
the chief, dispossessed the E-anee of Burdwan from her
position as guardian of the infant Rajah, and kept the
Ranee in confinement. Upon this informations were
sworn against Higginson before Lemaistre, who, besides
issuing a summons against Higginson, wrote him
a private letter, which illustrates both the view
which the judges of the Supreme Court took of their
position, and the silly violence of Lemaistre's character.
Why the Ranee was put under restraint does not appear,
1 Touchet, Gen. App. No. 17.